
Cl\UFORNIA RFX;IONAI WATER QUALITY CON'rROL OOARD
SAN FRANCISCO BAY REGION

ORDER NO. 85-52

WAS'rg DISCHARGE REQUIREJ\1ENTS FOR:

SI:LTOC CORPORATION,
MOUN'l'AIN VIEW, SANTA CLARA COUNT'Y

The california Regional Water Quality Control Board, San Francisco Bay
Region (hereinafter called the Board) finds that:

1. Siltec Corporation (hereinafter called the discharger) occupies
approximately 1 acre of land in the City of Mountain View, Sant-a Clara
County (See Site Map, Attachment 1). The discharger is principally
involved in electrical semi-conductor manufacturing. The discharger
has reported a total of seven underground tanks/sumps on-site used to
store raw and waste product hazardous materials. The hazardous
materials used on-site, either currently or historically, include
trichloroethene (1CE), l,l,l-trichloroethane (1!2A), xylene, isopropyl
alcohol (IPA), and other organic solvents.

2. Subsurface investigations were initiated by the discharger in
september 1982. 'Ihe investigations revealed significant levels of
organic chemical pollution (primarily 1CE and 1!2A) in both soil and
groundwater, caused primarily by leaking tanks/sumps.

3. The discharger's initial investigation consisted of installing three
on-site groundwater monitoring wells, and no subsequent monitoring
wells have been installed. However the discharger's groundwater
pollution plume has merged with other dischargers' pollntion.
Significant levels of pollution (greater than 100 ppn of 'n:;E) have
been detected in one off-site downgradient monitoring well installEd
by another discharger. Thus, the groundwater pollution p.lume has not
been adequately defined.

4. No remedial measures have been implemented to date.

5. The high levels of pollution present are of part.icular concern due to
the close proximity (less t.han 1/2 mile) of one of t.he City of
Mountain View's danestic water supply wells, and a number of private
wells. No organic solvent pollution has been detected in the City of
Mountain View's wells, which are sampled monthly by the City.

6. Due to the close proximity of the discharger to four other dischargers
(Fairchild Camera & Instrwrent Co.rporation, Intel Corporation, NOC
Electronics Inc., and Raytheon Company) in the area, Regional Board
staff encouraged the five dischargers to coordinate their individual
investigations in order to minimize duplication of effort. In
addition, it is very important for the five dischargers to coordinate
their cleanup efforts because one discharger's cleanup program may
adversely ilnpact another discharger's cleanup progrmn. The
dischargers met with the Board's Executive Officer on September 14,
1984 to inform staff that they had agreed to voluntarily work together
to solve a cannon probl@n.














